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Art Unit: 2856 

DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed 6/4/08 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states 
that no amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the 
invention. The added material which is not supported by the original disclosure is 
as follows: on page 1 , "temperature-compensated method". The method steps 
as is now found in claim 2. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office 
Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. There are numerous discrepancies between 
claims and the disclosure. For instance, the specification refers to a "removable 
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exhaust valve" and the claims call for a "removable exhaust pipe" such as in 
claims 1 ,2 and 5. Further, the claims call for "leveler" as in claim 2, "a locking 
apparatus" and a "two-axis leveling apparatus" (as in claim 4) and the disclosure 
refers only to a "lever 6". Furthermore, the steps of claim 2 do not coincide with 
the steps of the method given in the disclosure. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. See 
paragraph 1 above. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. In claim 1, "level-able" should probably 
be -levelable-- on line 3. On line 3, a comma should follow "vehicle". On line 8, 
it is unclear if there is a pipe or a valve. On line 13, "though" should probably be 
--through--. In claim 2, "level-able" should probably be --levelable-- on line 2. On 
line 2, a comma should follow "vehicle". On lines 2-3 and 18, "the at least one 
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graduated tank" lacks antecedent basis. On lines 5,16 or 26, etc., it is unclear if 
there is a pipe or a valve. On line 8, "though" should probably be --through--. 
Further, on line 3, there is reference to "a filling station" and on line 1 1 , it is called 
"a fuel station storage tank" and on line 17, "a fuel station underground tank", 
uniform terminology should be employed. On line 13, reference to "leveler" is 
unclear. Further, line 18 is unclear, how do you fill one tank "one at a time". On 
line 19, does the nozzle differ from that of line 3 as implied by the "a"? On line 
20, "it" is unclear and "the fuel pump nozzle" lacks clear antecedent basis. On 
lines 22-3, "the at least one calibrated tank" lacks antecedent basis. Further, 
lines 32-33 are unclear with "closing valve the at least one tank valve". In claim 
3, on line 1 1 , "though" should probably be --through--. In claim 4, references to 
"a locking apparatus" are unclear and do not have support. In claim 5, on line 2, 
is there a "pipe" or "valve"? 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Nashmiya S. Fayyaz whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2192. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesdays 
and Thursdays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Hezron E. Williams can be reached on 571-272-2208. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/N. S. F./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2856 
/Hezron Williams/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2856 



